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Freface

This essay attempts to investigate and analyze the
thecretical and empiri&al components cf contemporary Soviet
SOl oy "o theoret ~al aspesta rresentea from the
Soviet viewpoint, are viewed mainly with the pu.pose of
understandirg what the Soviets actuvailv profesa to be-
iieve aid on what *they base their stidies; no attempt has
been made to cricicize their general theory. The empirical
exar’ =ticn, however. consists both of description and
critinism. In Doth areas I have tried tc show chronologi-
cal desvelcpmer‘ and change.

Although it is here viewed criticclly through the
eyes c¢f a Wescern sociologist, Soviet sociology is not
compared with Western o. ‘“bourgeois” sociology. Nor is
it ccmpared with scriclogy in cther sccialist countries.

The researcher in Scviet sccielzav is handicapped by
the fact that. since there i3 not ong Scviet journal
dedizated t¢ sociclegy, nis material must be searched for
it phlicecpkital, histcvricai, excnomic, ethnographic,
anthreponlceginal . and furidical journais. For this study,
any ‘oursa. tha: contaired a sociclmgical article was
thoroughly combed for similar articles for the years 1960
to 1983, A good prrticon of tre zignificant articles have

been itrans:2ted b the Jurrent Ligest of the Soviet Press:

Scviet Sorit.ugy or - civi Fublli-ations Research Service.

S




BLANK PAGE



TN 4SS 492 Ty 2w e

THE THELRIES HEBIND SOVIET SOCIOLOGY

As & v el tnought esxgentiallv pornceeds from the

L7

general t¢ the specifi., sc an examination of their
sociclogy ir “he 1960's must follecw the same pattern.
We masc rrave towe special “heory and philosophy of
Sovie! sciie’ogy, its connection with other areas of study,
ard the aztitcedes it expreasses tcward bourceois sociology.
From trare we may Jdelve into *he funcrion of the scientist,
the sozlal scientist, and finilly., the socioclogist.

For some time there has been an argument in the
Soviet Unicn abmut picser®--day sociclogy and historical

materialism, Some =ctnliavs sav that they are one and the

2

- game tnirg, thar hi-*orical marerial.em -3 Marxist

sociclegy. Cthers %hink that nistorical wmatiriziism, being
a comporent razt of Margisn-lenirist philoacphy. cannot at
the same time re scme kird cf special nor-philosophical
grienze sndepesdsny Lf Alslestlizal material lsme~i.€.,
Marxish sociniegv. In & wed, nisteorical materialism
constivutes the ph.i/oscphine and -nsoretizal fourdation
of scientifiz sociclogy. The thnird group assumes that

historical materialism is a comporert of Marxist philosophy

{uv

. L . . 1
ard sac,&r “he sama Rime . D ¥3 xist §rololaogY. Thus the

first view zZsgumes th27 solic.say as a1 separate science is

1)

unnecessaly. M e sevond wmarcigins nhat tistorical
materialism is the theoretical foundation for sociclogy,
but sociologists per se may 4o social research or empirical
research. The third assume: that phricsorhy is the field

from which historical materiaiism and scciology stem.

‘7.8, ¥rn summarizes these arguments in Vopreosi
Marksist.sk:oi Sovsiciogiz:  Trudy Scrsioiogicheskoveo
Seminara. edited Ty V.F. E2zhin {Leningrad: Izdatelstvo
Leningradskcve Triversiteta, 1962), pp. 19 ff.




Bukliarin, upholding the initial view, was perhaps the

first to state that the working class had its own
proletarian sociology known as historical materialism. By
1961 Bukharin's stand--that since historical materialism
and Marxist sociology are synonymous, there is no basis
for separating the "laws of historical materialism™ and
"sociological laws®--had many adherents. But by 1962, al-
though the second view took precedence in sociological
literature, proclaiming that historical materjialism as well
as dialectical materialism is the philosophical and
methodological basis for scientific sociology,2 the third
view was voiced and supported.

Placing this dispute ia the background, vve may say
that within the Soviet framework the historical materialistic
theory of sociology is regarded and accepted as the only
valid explanation of the nature of social phenomena, the
sequence of their development, and their role in the social
process.3 Historical materialism i3 the science which
studies the most general laws in the development of society
and giver. the theoretical basis and scientif.c method for
understanding concrete, historical conditions. In other
words, whether historical materialism is sociology or the
basis of sociology or philosoph plus sociology, its iaws
and categories are used for sociolcgical theory and concrete
research; i.e. it is the official framework with which no
"concrete" or theoretical sociology may conflict. While

imposing a "rigidly controlled doctrinal orientation

2Por further discussion, se¢e¢ George Fischer, Science
and Politics: The New Sociology in the Soviet Union (Ithaca, .
New York: Center for International Studies, Cornell Uni- .-
versity, 1964).

3Rozhin, op.cit. pp. 15-16.

:;I.h-w.
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des.grad % mare inv-<ligationy strictiv inetrumental in
heiping ‘o Improve evonomic perfoimance and social control,
sl wile tendearior theas Investleailons ideclogisally
inposucts and therefore palitiaxlly safe,” the party is

trw’ oy o rewtd oAy orvaelve agtion or tle purity of the
Jento e

'y

Bouie® traeiy, is al3o linked with

L]

BCoLOL TV, i8
hizoovs  Siprs acololowy sxpialns the gereral laws of
humsr evosaiion and aovlety, it servee 3s a method for
historvy. Seciclogr formulates a Jdefinite point of view
and provides a means ¢f Iinvastlgation; history, im its
turr., furmishes the materixl! fur drawlng scciological con-
cluzstors snd weyrdng go2iclorioel cenezalizations. While
the underiving poinelplese of Yhe Mursist Tesesrchiers irn
roth sorlsieey aed Yleatonr ava identoxl, the methed of
irvvegiization A fle: s v wrawmart of e Lima eiemen", For

C o fu m o e e T e & agg . ooy r o years i .
gCnz-2te gutdelogloel resesyvi, Yihe oossept "historical

givuation® Lam o ity senoe dn Uhat 1o lnsures that the
whole ajgqreqgate of actine €orwse re syant +o a given

i 1 °

gituwarlion L5 ool idmgrad,

q - . 3

As far as *he f£i2ld of philosophy is concerned,

.socicloay is as 2losely 1inked to it as to any other fleld.

Thls is pevtyy saslatied py vhe fast ey philosophy con-
centrases or suivh awrieot: 43 dostovizel and dialectical
materiasism, L0 acde Dy the faen Lhat the duty of Soviet

philoscphy today is tc give scientific answers to gquestions

- R

QLeOpold I.abedz, “Scciologv as a Vocation,® §urvexs. A
Journal of Soviet and East Buropean Studies, Mo. 48 (July,

1963), p. 61.

5Go Oaipov and M. Tovchuck, *Some Principles of
Theonry Froblems and Methads of Research in Socicvlogy in
the VSSk,” Paper read at *ie Fiftn Werld Congress of
Sociciagy in Washingtor, D.C., 1962 in American Socic-

logizal Review, XXiviiX, No. 4 {(August, 1963), p. 62i.
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waich are set forth in this epoch cf buiiding communism.

This means that su_.ologists and philosophers are
examining the same subject (i.e., the role of labor, the
problem of communist morals, the role of the collective
in communist education--basically the transition from
socialism to communism ) and partly explains why philo-
sophers double in the role of sociologist. In reality
oociologioto are educated us philosophers and become
sociologists by doing sgrciologictl research”. (See
halaw.)

1In practice Soviet philosophers, as soriologists, are
almost as concerned with bourgeois sociology as they are
with Marxist theory and research. They devote much of
their writing today to sociology as it is practiced in
the Vest. This selection of the theoretical examination
of Soviet sociology therefore des.zibes the Joviet view
of theoretical and empirical *bourgeois” sociology.

. The nost obvious and basic criticism of bourgeois
socie’ogy is its class character. The Marxists maintain
thnt the social sciences, like every other field of study,
hav. a class character. Each class has its own practice,
its .pccial tasks, its interests, and therefore its view
of things. In the final snalysis the contrast between

xist sociological principles and bourgeois sociological
principlcs rests on the different objectives and intercsts
of the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. When the bour-
geoisie is the ruling class, it must solve a great number
of questions (e.g., how to maintain capitalisam). Thus the
bourgeoisie needs the social sciences to help it adapt to
social life and to choose & course in the solution of
practical problems. spmodern bourgeois sociology is
nothing more than a mechanical agoregate of different
social myths and utopias which express the age-cld dream of-
a class peace, social integration, solidarity, harmony, etc.
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sUo ey clawas ogansete soslolugical studles as a means of

B wing mooslaps fuvisc seonlatys bonrzecis scclology. bow-
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alms =% "wurine indiwidval 111s¥ of the capitalist

seclamy, walle it complai:ly Lgucres the general social

1 rrocess of whih these ilia ave merelry particniar gnni— f
fésﬁaxfﬂuao? Aarxliat sonioslogy of & ‘eeti-c and _ : :
[ warerialism znd pogzgesle sucioloey of metaphgzias_ané, i
ifcniier wlse 4iffer rdelsally in agyiying their prin- k-
[ clr e te the gnisrstaniing of gsﬁié;y,_ Mcreover, Soviet “?
Arictonsm refars to the hourgesis ssclclogist’s denial of =

ixzmme of gemazal soasielocisal thecry: it af-

I

1
£ivmas —hat, sines moderr bourgecis sociology guestions the

ex'staz~2 of genszral lews governing —he devélﬂpmsnt'cf‘ = %
x;na“ s=2isty and the poszsikility of krawing these laws.sf {%
in beurgecis sociolovy theory would no:- determine the -
S

. ertescives and intsrpretaticas of 3o lologlsal research as.
it ldeaily doip Zov the Sowieis, The soxnerziion with theory =

NS P LT . LR E M M e s e A RN 2 L AT g Wt T,

Fiiosofskie Mauki, ¥No. 5, p. 2.

TILRFreiaa 1 1A (D P4 1

& v, Osipov, "Seme C.aracteristics arqd Features of
20th Century Bourgeeis Sociolegy, ™ Yoprosy Filoscfii, No. 8
{1962), translated in ZThe Current Digest of the Soviet
Press, X7V, Me. 42 {1962), p. i

3

Exvand an@syan, ”‘cﬁial ar“ Cu” taral Proh’ems in

ﬁﬂlﬁﬁ M. 3 f“"élﬁ; anslated im ”ne 3ov1et Review

T, e, & (L85, po 17,

l °:.v. Osipov et al., Nauchnie Doklad sshei Shkoly:
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has not been tre conditioning feature of bourgeois soci-
ology: hence the ccmplaint.

The third aspect which the Soviets vociferously
denounce is the linking of bourgeois sociology with
social ps;chology and with the theory of the social group,
a connection which, they complain, disnclves sociological
nroblems into puychological prokliems--for tren sociology
has become social psychology. 1In such an approach, they
continue, the objective logic or social development is
overlooked, and the -eal nature of the capitalist society
remains hidden bshind a facade of psychic interaction be-
tween people--bsahind the wek of individual human relations,
acts, ard intentionsag Social psychology becomes * ‘= main
netﬁodological pzinciple ard converts sociclagy into a
theory of behavior, leading towards a realm of the sub-
jective rather than the objective. Hence contemporary
psychologism in bourgeois sociology is the theoretical
oasis for inculcating stereotyped views and standard norms
of behavior.lo By equating the concept of "social situa-
tion" with the concept «f the “social-psychological,”
“purely ideal" phenomena are analyzed without regard to

their dependence on and conditioning by material factors.l‘

The Soviet criticism of the sccial group t.aeory in bour-

geois fociology stems from the fact that bourgeois sociology

91.n. Popova, ”*Social Psychoiogy in American Sociology,"
Vestnik Moskovskogo Universiteta, Seriia Ekonomiki, Filosofii
i Prava, No. 5 (19€0), trauslated in The Scviet Review, IIX,
No. 8 (1961), p. 6.

loThia is the ' _nclusion Popova comes to in his
article "K Voprosu o Sotsialnoi Pochve Psikholofizma V
Burzhuazn>i Sotsiologii," Voprosi Filosofii, .. 3 (1961),
pp. 86-96.

14 ipov, Voprosy Filosofii. Ho. 8, p. 10.
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refuses to examine the development of society as a whole
and selects instead certain groups as the main object

of sccioiogical study. Bourgecis sociology divides all
social groups into two major types: "primary groups,® or
semmvynities, and “secondary groups, " or societies. The
reseir:hers wno study these groups supposedly use empirical
theories that of course are essentially a conglomeratica
of social ideals expressing the class consciousness of the
bourgeoisie.

The 'inherent' contradiction between the methodology
of Marxist and bou.-'geois sociological studies is yet
another bone of contention. "The contradiction between the
methcdology of Marxist and bourgeois sociological studi s
of specific phenomena is expressed in the first place in
the tact that identical methods are employed in different
ways, and, second, that the relationship between and the
significance of the techniques are different." 1In studying
individual problems kourgeois empirical sociology refuses
in principle to show general social patterns: empirical
soziolegy raises the particulzsr (i.e., the facts) upon a
pedestal and ignores the general (i.e., the laws of the
historical process).12 Therefore Soviet sociologists
cocrntend that the bourgecis empirical sociologists typically
have a narrow understanding of the objectives of research.
2 narrow segment of social life is examined on the basis of
limited factual data, and even in the best cases only the
relationships existing a2t the surface of social life are
discovered.

Not only dc the underlying principles of sociological

124.N. Rutkevich and L.N. Kogan, *Methoias of Socio-
logical Study of Specific Phenomena,” Voprosy Filcsofii, No.
3 (196l1), translated in The Soviet Review, III, No. 11
{1961). pp. 7-8.
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investigation differ, but the actual techniques of
Marxist and bourgeois empiricism also vary. On this point
some Marxist sociologists are willing to admit that there
are some similarities in addition to the large number of
differences between Marxist and non-Marxist research
techniques. The Soviets say that they are willing to
learn the technique of concrete research from bourgeois
scientists, but that they must, regardless of the values
of the factual material present in the bourgecis studies,
constantly "unmask the vicious nature™ of the theoretical
principles of bourgeois asociology and reveal its harmful
influence on concrete research.13 What may be shared or
adapted would include some rules of observation and
interviewing worked out by various bourgevis sociologists
anu the method of the participating observer, ways to
conduct surveys and use various social scales, mathematical
methods in the analysis of particular social patterns, and
the like.l4

Be that as it may, the Soviets continue to ridicule
bourgeois empirical practices. For example, they state
thét empirical sociologists derive “average™ indices for
society as & whole or for arbitrarily selected groups
inatead of studying the life conditions of objectively
existing social groups and discovering class characteris-
tics which they hold in common: such average figures and
facts, chosen at random, conceal the social differentiation
of the population. 1In the sphere of public opinion re-

search the bourgeois sociologist questions t e respondent

el .

&oianit §
P

o B

13M.D. Kammari, "The Revisionist Myth Concerning the

‘Liberation' of Science from Ideology, " Voprosy Pilosofii,
No. 7 (1958), translated by Joint Publications Research
Service {(May 15, 1959), p. 22.

14Oaipov, Voprosy Filosofii, No. 8, p. 1ll.
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cn a specific subject but his reply is merely a re-
flecvion of his social class position. The Roviets state
that the methods of ques:ionraires and interviews pre-
dominate because the bcurgeois sociologists can determine
the people‘s subiective opinions by posing provocative
questions designed toc suggest a desired responseol5
Finally. the bourgecis sociologiet makes wide use of models
in research; this merely leads to formal, superficial re-
sults wh’ -h dc not reveal the essence of the social
processes.

Such criticism is included in almcst every Soviet
magazine article on sociclogy. Lewis Feuer has noted that
*Fhis [the Soviet] conception of philosophy [sociology]
as ideclogical warfare enforces on its practitioners a
spirit which we might call ’'protivism'”, a word meaning
“against“nls This spirit of just 'being against’ per-
vades Soviet analysis of whatever comes from the bourgeois
worléd. Peuer suggests that Soviet philosophers, and hence
gocivologists, fulfill an ideclogic2l commitment to the
institute head, the sectior chief, or the magazine editor
by this type of ’'warfare.’

Having described the internai theoretical dispute
about the conncction between Soviet sociology (and
historical materialism, histcry, and philosophy) and bour-
geois sociclogy, we can now uncover the theoretical
foundation for Soviet social scientists by examining
Soviet definitions of sociology and society. Specifically,
we must first trace the role and manifest furnction of the

Soviet scientist and social scientist and then delve into

the meaning and thecries concerning sociology in the

lSRutkevich and Kogan, Voprosy Filosofii, No. 3,

ppo 10'110

16Lewis S. Feuer, "Meeting the Philosophers,” Survey,
Moo S1 (1964), pp- 16-17.
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Soviet system.

The Soviets claim that science in the twentieth
century can no longer be an individual end=avor. Since
the scientist lives within society and is a membe: of
that society, it is the society which directs and plans
his creative efforts. The impetus that society gives to
the scientist is the result cf an unbreakable link between
society and lcience«17 According to the Soviets modern
science depends on the character of the scocial struciure
of the given society. In fact, they say that there is
only one objective truth in science and that it is revealed
in a complex and contradictory cognition process which is
socially conditioned and which takes place under the strong
influence of ideoiogical class struggles.18 Every science
is at the service Jf definite social forces or classes and
is developed by people belonging to these varicus classes.
Therefore there is a specific class imprint on the actual
content of the sciences which necessarily affects their
application.

In the Soviet Union both the government and the
society plan scientific research; the principal directions
of the work of the sciences are included in the national
economic plan, the assumption being that the successful
development of modern science and technology requires
centralized and coordinated direction. Such activity
serves as a stimulua to the scientist’'s initiative if
his thoughts are aimed at the solution of scientific

problems of "real importance,” such as building communism.

17Nikolai Semyonov, “Science and Suciety in the Atomic 3
Age," Voprosy Filosofii, No. 7 (1960), translated in The
Soviet Review, II, No. 3 (196]), p. 46.

laxammari, Voprosy Filosofii, Nc. 7, p. 14.
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Then the jyoveriment active.y :¢.8sists the scient:’.ste19 In
returr the goientisrt -3 o ected tec participate according
to his abilities in the nat.onal objective of building a
communist society.

Tf science is undexr the control of scciety, the
sorcial system. and “he government, then social science as
a branch of science must alsc be under such control.
Withir. this framework the socisal svient:st studies social

phercomera and tne "trends of their changes, thereby ok~

S - P e 20
taining a complete scientific description uf “he phenomena.”

Bu% the social scientist. instructed by the USSR Academy
of Scienzes and +he Communist Farty, must ma. ly focus his
atiention on the prob.ems of “he formation of communist
cuvlture. In the same veir., Vice President of the USSK
Academy of 3Sciences, F.¥. Fedosayev, lists the three
conditions +hat the social sciences must meet in order to
fulfiil tre dsmands of the party and the people: 1} they
must corcentrate cr the theoretical solution to the proolems
of buiiding ~cmmpunism and of contemporary world-development:
2) they must cerrent the relaticnship between various social
s¢iences and *he natural sciences in mulii-field research:
and 3) they must evoive a cocmmor. scientific m.ethodologyo21
Furthermcre in 1952 the Ceneral Meeting of the USSR
Acadenmy cf Sciences rescived tc provide for intensified
empirical studies of sccial phenomera in Soviet society.
For this rurrose *hey rawve rescived to expand expediticnary

work, tc employ statistical materials more extensively, and

195emyonov, VYoprosy FPiloscfii, No. 7, p. 26.

ZGMcP. cepochka, (.M. Karpenko, and E.I. Kuftin,
“Stroitelstve Kommunizma i Zadachi Obshchestvennikh Nauk, ©
Vopr ..y Filosofii, No. 1 (19€3), p. 121.

2iipid., pp. 133-34.
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to use dialectical materialism and other udvanced scientific

i methods more efficaciouclyozz Added to these resclutions
i is the call to the social science jovrnals to influence
the Jdevelopment of the social sciences and to present new

social science issues and problems to the scholars.

Interspersed with praise for the social sciences we
find criticisms that social science research lags behind ]

a-n-
T T TN TR T

natural science research and that exact methods of E,
scientific research are still infrequently used. But in
the end the laurels for Marxist-Leninist social science
achievements are placed on the party, which, it is said,
fuses theory and practice together.23 Not only has the
party highly elevated the role of the social sciences,
but its Third Program serves as a model for fundamental
social changes over a significant historical period and
an inspiring example Hr Marxist research in all social
sciences, including sociology.24 '
Soviet sociology, the science of society, or more i

specifically the Marxist theory of society, is seen in the

"
A it b bttt b et 4

Eoviet Union as proceeding from Marx's basic laws, embracing 2.

TR

the entire socio-historic process, and, in exploring the
entire life of society as a whole, concerning itself with

all social phencmena. Lenin used the term 'sociology’ as

22'Prob2enc of Social Sciences Development under

. Conditions of the Extensive Building of Communism,” Vestnik !

’ Akademii Nauk SSSR, Vol. XXXII, No. 12 (196i), translated
by Joint Publications Research Service {(Feb. 28, 1963), .-
pp. 8-9.

23Ibido' ppo 4-51- “a- 3

24G.v. Osy.ov et al., "Marxist Sociolocy and its
Sociological Research,* Nauchnie Koklady Vyrshei Shkoly: 30 £
Filosofskie Wauki. No. £ (1962), translated by Joint i‘
Publications Research Service {March 25, 1963), p. 12. '
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mear.ng SCoial slience in 1%s mosi general form. just as
Wa Lue wne rerm ‘natiral ssyienwse’ <o describe the
*otality ¢f *he natural sciences. Thus, while the object
ot lnyvestigatlion in all the social s~iences is the same,
ramely svciely, eath specias szienve investigates dif-

farent. aspects ¢f society and different forms of social
£

reiationghips.”” Scoiology specifirzally answers such
guestiong ax: Woat is society? On what does its growth

Or @eray depends What is the relaticn between the varicus
grovps of s¢cial phencmena? What are the historical

forms of souLecy?

¥arx.st soriclogy, based upon the aggregate findings

of sre o*pey sorial stiences, studies universal laws of
3cola. davelsprent, a8 well as the concrete forms in which
thege [ aws man.fest themselves. ithirn the framework of
Mar xtan *hecry, the dialectical materialist., or the Marxist,
exam. nes poih <he universal laws and the connections
keveearn pecple as relazaicns determined by material cir-
cumsvances Yroceeding from the generai postuiates of
thecry  the most important task of Marxist scciology is
cenresved te be that of further develcping theory. In

his special concrete investigaticns the Marxist sociclogist
discovers new phenomena which, investigated in other fields
&S weli 48 un suciology. are finally generalized into theory°2°
‘ We camnot understand either the thecretical function
vr the practica. tasks of Soviet sociology without having

a clear view of the Scviet cutlosk on scciety. society and

e

z
z“Just as each sociail science has its particular sub-

sect of research, so each science has its particular

merhod or technique for the investigation of the given kind
¥ sccial relaticonship: this is discussed in Chapter 1II
relow.

“"Rutkevich and Kogar, Voprosy Piloscfii. No. 3.
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the individual, social development, and social change.27
S8cciety is defined as the hroadest system of mutually

1nt§ract1ng persons within the context of labor. This
materialist view of society states that material pro-
duction and its weans (the material productive forces)
constitute the foundations of the existence of human
society. The society, which forms the environment,
shapes the indi-idual. Proceeding in accordaance with

the uniform laws of Marxian development, man evelves into
a rational and social being both in the course of inistory
and in his economic and social activity.

Is change possible in this society? Yes: 8ince
there is nothing that is without cause, it is clear that
there can be no such thing as accident. The concept cf
‘accident' must be abolished from the social system since
society and its evolunticn are as much subject to natural
law as is everything else in the universeoza Therefore,
if we know the laws of social growth (and according to
Soviet dogma, we do, thanks to Marx), the paths along which
eociety necessarily travels, and the direction of this
evolution, we can derine the direction of future society
and future charge which, as of 963, is defined as the

transitioan to communism.

27Thil discussion is based cn Nikolai Bukharin's

Historical Materialism: A Study of Socioloqy written in
1925.

2enikolai Bukharin, Historical Materialism: A Study
of Sociology {(4th Ed.), New York: International Publishers,

1933, pp. 44-46.
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TBE 30CTICLOGIST AND RIS WORK

The Soviet sociclogist is vsually a philosopher who
cenduete research with “he tcoperation of scientists from
tne natural ard social -ciences. especially thoze from

pigtory,. ecopomias ethrograpdhy, and law. These scientists

v,
are then joined by a practical staff from government, party,
Scviex, esonew.t. trade-urion, cocperative (kolkhoz and
sovktoz) . and other organizations as we.l as by the staffs
nf central and local statisticel bureaus.

The Scviets proudly peint out that Soviet sociological
ressarch di1ffers from research carried out in capitalist

courtries because the party organization sffers special

he.p. as do the entire personnel ¢f industrial enterprises.

Revetieless, with all the help offersd to sociological
researth by the varicus sciences and organiza;ions, scciology
per se has no tase within Soviet academic institutions. Un-
Like arthrecpoiogy. for example. sociclogy does not have its
cwn Institute in the USSR Academy of Sciences but comes
under the Philosophy Institute, This partially explains

wny authers of 'sociolegical’ articles are not referred teo
as sociclogists. In fact. pecple are referred to as
scciclogists only in a collactive sense: never does a
specific individual have the title ’'scciologist’ before

or after his name. (Instead. he is a member of the USSR
Rcademy c¢f Sciences.! I found nc mention of students of
sociclogy urntil August 1963, when Clshansky, writing in
Partinaya Zhizn noted that the USSR Academy of Sciences'

Philosophy Institute in Mosccw had six graduate students
studying appiied sociclogical methods, when no admission

of graduate atudents werc planred in this field in 1963.
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He further noted, with disgust I might add, that the

situation was not better in other educationial institu-
tionn.1
With no academic backing, can there be any doubt
that the status of the Soviet sociolugist is shaky?
Leopold Labedz writes his opinions of the Soviet sociolo-

gists at Stresa in 1959:

They are not entirely happy with their status
and they try to raise it by association. At home,
despite the privileges granted to them, their
status is low in comparison with the resul Soviet
scientists, i.e. thoue working in the natural
sciences, who naturally do rot have any high re-
gard for them. They are tharefore rather eager
to attend international conferences, which, they
fcel, confer on them some of the lustre of

bourgeois science.' officially scorned and

secretly envied. Such contacts with their 'ideo-
logical opponent.s’ provide them with an opportunity
to improve their domestic position. On the other
hand, having nothing to offer in real intellectual
achievement when abrcad, they try to get some credit
by association with the achievements of Soviet
technologists.,2

This is how the Soviet sociologists acted and reacted
at the 1959 World Congress of Sociology.

Since sociology does not appear to be taught as a
distinct discipline, one way to discover and then examine
who the sociologists are is to investigate the delegates
to the most recent World Congress of Sociology held in
Washington, D.C., in 1962.

lv. Olshansky. *Rely on Applied Sociological Research,"
Partiinaya Zhizn, No. 15 (1963), translated in The Current
Digest of the Soviet Press. XV. No. 33 (September 11, 1963),
P.- 9.

2Leopold Labedz, "Scciologists in Conference: The
Spirit of Stresa," Soviet Survey, No. 31 (January - March,
1960) , pp- 23-24.
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Ne individual can simply decide to go to the Congress
on his ovn: he must. ag Feuver poin%s cut be selected by
the Academy of Sciences, and only the., knowing that he
is trusted to make ’'decicions’ as a member of the
hierarchicalily organized deiegation, may he attendo3 In
fact. all of the Soviet delegates to this Congress except
orie were from the Moscow area, yet the best Soviet re-
search does not originate in Mosccw. Nevertheless an
examinaticn of what these delegates had written in
magazines and books during the year 1962 is aformative
and indicates their background or areas of concentration.

Four out of the eighteen delegates did no writing
whatsoever in 1962, but they did write prior to that year.
Six wrote two or more articles in a magazine. More than
half of these articies were published in philoeophy
journals, about one fcurth were published in political
magazines. and the remaining few were published ir economic
or cultural magazines. Half of the delegates had written
at least one book. An examination of the titles and
centents shows that almost every one of their books falls
intc the range of philocophy as studied in the Soviet
Union. One or two of them could be classified as economics,
the others are philosophy. Furthermore the chosen dele-
gates were primarily concerned with general theory almost
to the complete exciusion of empirical sociological
regsearch. (See Appendix I.)

The author’s rank in the academic hierarchy seems to
determine the kind ¢f prcduct the three types of men

produced. The Candidates of Science unanimously wrote on

3Iewis S. Feuer has thrown light on the selection
process in his articlz, *Meeting the Philosophers,” in the
April. 1964. 1ssue of Survey, see especially pp. 16-17.
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8 'se of bourgeois life--its sociology, its ideology,
its cl. s struggle, its literature, and its limits: they
were students (albeit critics) of Western sociology. The
Doctors of Science primarily concentrated ou subjects
which could be classified under Marxist philcscphy--
dialectical materialism, historical materialiem, theory
of communist education and labor. philosophy after the
20th Party Congress, scientific communism, and of course
building communism. It is more diffia."'* to generalize
about the 3 nember-correspondents cf the USSR Academy
of Sciences. One has written on his speciality,
medicine; another focused un communist development and'
Lenin; the third discussed the anti-Marxist activity of
Albanian leadership and fundamental Marxist philosopay.
The latter two thus appe:- to have concentrated on official
policy dcctrine. PFurther ore the academic rank of the
delegate ard his type of writing correspcnd with age,
thus suggesting a generatioa difference.

~ Data on the place {the city and the institutice
where sociological research is conducted and the topics
of such research, presented on the following chart,

give us an :-ver-all view cf Soviet sociological research.
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The3e topics are self-explanatory. For each subject,
almost 3.1 the articles have a similar style. The fori of
reaso.ing behind the arguments--be it for the growth of the
working class, the abolition of the difference between mental
and manual labor. or the changes in the educational level of
the working class--is identical: a statement is made, a quote
from Marx or Lenin follows, and the conclusions say, "Hence it
is s0." The data for each topic and the conclusions drawn from
the data hardly vary. The fcllowing discussion represents
generalizations gleaned from a few articles which I feel are
representative of each specific field.

The first is the familv. The basic principle behind
research on the family is that the family is affected by the
building of the material-technical tase of communism. The
studies shcw that as the family F..comes stronger, the wife
has more free time and can enter the working force, the
woman's unequal position in domestic life is abolished; and
the possibility for the further development of the family
unit and the greater mental "approximation™ between husband
and wife increases. Thus the family is being strengthened,
the research prcves. on the basis of the rising standard
of 1iving°5

The Soviet ethnographer is doing research or the
family primarily to obtain results in the field of culture
and customs. The ethnographer is concerned with the
structure of the family tits forms, numbers, character-
istics of relatives' connection), internal structure,

cultural level, private budget, educational level, role of

et al., Nauchnie Doklady Vysshei Shkoly: Filosofskie Nauki,
No. 5, pp. 17-14; Osipcv and Yovchuk, American Sociological
Review, XXVIII, No. 4, p. 623; Rutkevich and Kogan, Voprosy
Filosofii, No. 3, pp. 15-16; George Fischer, Science and
Politics: The New Sociology in the Soviet Union.
sYe° G. Balagushkin, ”"Stroitelstvo Kommunizma i

Razvitie Brachno - Semeinykh Otnoshenii," Voprosy Filosofii.
No. 3 {1962y, pp. 31-38.
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the woman in production, role of the komsomol. and so on.
From the fawmily questionnaires the ethnoarapher makes a
genealogy of the worker's family: place of birth, nationality,
mother tongue, social position, occupation of head of
family, grandfathers and forefathers on both sides. These
re:éarchers hope to learn not only the interaction be-
tween socio-economic, cultural, and customary habits but
also the character and direction of over-all change which
results in the culture and habits of all the people¢6

Urban development is another topic for research. The
three bases on which all work for urban development stems
are the growth of the industrial population and of in-
dustrial centres, the proportional, relatively even dis-
tribution of industry and the population over the whole
country, 2 i the abolition of the "antithesis” and of
essential differences between town and country. Town-
builders and sociologists in this field are charged by the
program of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union with
further developing both central cities and complex dis-
tricts of all inhabited centers. These districts will be
organic complexes of production zones, dwelling areas, and
a nétwork of service-and-cultural institutions;7

The Soviet researchers are also doing studies on the
present problem of juvenile delinguency. One typical study

includes qrestions on the follcwing subjects:

6V. Yu. Krupyanskaya, "K Vorposu O Problematike i

Metodike Etnograficheskovo Izucheniya Sovetskovo Rabochevo
Klassa, " Voprosy Istorii, No. 11 (1960), pp. 40-49.

7Yu. P. Bocharov and V.I. Rabinovich, "Stroitelstvo
Kommunizma: Iroblema Razvitiya Nashikh Gorodov, " Voprosy

Filosofii, No. 2 (1962), pp. 25-36.
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What were the living conditions and upbringing during
childhood ~nd youth?
parents alive?
brought up by step-pareants?
Was there weakness in the work of the schools?
Was there unsctisfactory job finding?
Was there ira.equate character training?
Was therc¢ an influence of liquor?
Why was tl.ere crime?
a) money for personal needs?
b) morey fcr vodka and amusements?
c; out of foolishness?

e

It alsn sucgests a way to conduct a systematic over-

st

all study of juvenile delinguency and its causes, covering

—-

every district and region in the country: the study should i
be conducted jointly by scientists, officials of the
justice agencies, government institutions dealing with
child educaticn, commissions in charge of the affairs of

8
minors, and sco on.

Compared with other Soviet sociological material,
the articles on stratification most clearly resemble a
party primer on the future society. The Soviets are con-
cerned with identifying and aiding trends toward a wholly
different class structure. Thus the subject of class
structure and stratificaticn is lirked to official doctrine
as well as to ’'scholarly’ theory; the nature and develop-
ment of the class structure plays a key role in official
pronouncements.

Of eighteen articles examined on stratification,9 the
first article leads off with a discussion of social change

and laws. It is fcllowed by two articles, one relating

el 4@%,%’;@@%@3&” T ST TR ANPGRS e

8Yevgeni Boldryev. "The Study and Prevention of
Juvenile Delinquency,” Sovetskoe Gosudarstvo i Pravo, No.
12 (1960), translated in The Soviet Review, II, No. 5
{1961), pp. 20-27.

9'rhese articles are listed separately in the biblio-
graphy in the order they are here discussed. Also see
Fischer’s analysis ¢f stratification and classes in his
Chapter 7.
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classes to society the other relating classes tu the
party. The fourth and fifth articles introduce the
reader to 'social mobility’ and the class structure in
capitalist society. The sixth orticle is of more than
routine interest as the dekaters--from two socialist
countries, Poland and the Soviet Union--discuss Marx's
theories and introduce or censure a new theory of social
stratification. The next few articles discuss the change
in the individual's positicn from that of a member of a
class to the point when a cruly free, distinctive person
will be the product of a classless, communis:t society.

The remaining half of the articles focus on the
class structure per se The social structure consists of
three classes--the peasants, the workers. and the in-
telligentsia. These classes, it is said, will merce
toge-her into one class, the working class, whirch indi-
cates that the Soviet Urion will be a classless society
in the Marxist sense. Proof of the eiimination of the class
boundaries lies mainly in showing that the two classes
--the intelligentsia and the peasant class--are losing in
numbers as the working class grows and absorbs the
members of these former two classes.

There are several factors which are aiding in the
elimination of the class boundaries. One is automation.
With the dynamic growth of automation, the difference
between mental and physical labor, so long a factor of
dividing people into classer, is to be eliminated. Second,
with the abolition of differences between the city and the
countryside, the Soviet theoreticians explain that, again,
the class boundaries will be overcome. A third reason
dates back to the initial 1917 Revolution, in which the
exploiting and exploited classes were destroycd. There-
fore all trends seem to lead, according to the current
journals, to the fact that the difference between the
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three c.asses wil. %e avciisned ard tte ccmmumist form cf
scciewv free friw ~ asses. w . be astakiished.

The sutjects fir soric.ogical research are discussed
not nnly in the scientific jourmals but alsc at con-
ferences. Ur.ess ‘hese ccrferanses are a>t written up
when they cocur, .c seews tha- they are few and far
betweer.. {re such z¢enference tock place at the end of
1940 im Stalipek., where the protlem or workers' free time,
caused T tre reduztiun ¥ i1he wurrlng day. was the main
topic°;C “w o Jaruary 19sl ancther conference was held in
Sverdlcvsk wrere the research dene in the following fields
was rev.ewed: trechn.ca. projress ard the raising of the
cultiral-nenrmiral level of trhne wrking zlass cultural-
techricrl advance Aard rue rleinsire cf the social side
¢f ~he scoiallst sosiery and <he role cf free time in
razsinyg *re Jultural-tevrnizal iewvel of the working

1
class .’ later that yeir a meeting wis held to discuss

[

the ptes ard Scos of the researor copducted by Komso-
molskaya Fravda's Fublis Oplplor Tp3vitute. (See balow.)
Ir Ferrzuary 1%%] the Sav.et 3cuiclegical Association,
estakiizhes ir 1928, nell [us secund gereral meeting.
Papers were 3e.ivered 7v 3.7 Osipuv ¢n the use of socio-
lcgicai experiments in researzh. twv £.A. 4rushin on the
Komsomcliskaya Fravda’s putlic cpainicr studies. by A-A.
Zvorikir on auviomation and L3 effets on workers, by

V.S. Semerncv cr the crange .ir the s slal structure, by

o—

1 ‘
OV: Belgaev ard 7. Cherncv. *Svchednce Vremya Trudy-

ashchikhsya V Usloviyakh Sckrashcherncve Rakochevo Dnya. ™
Voprosy Ekcriomik:, No. 2 fi96..,, p. i38.

llL,Po Chrira, *Fcvishernie Kulturno-rekhnicheékovo

Urovnya Trudyashchikhaya. ” Yoprosy Frloscfii. No. 8
£1961) . p. 153,
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P.P. Maslov and G.A. Prudensky or. th2 use cf leisure

time. Gther participar.. in tte d:s~ussion were V.K.
Gardanov (Instizute of Ethnography. USSR Academy of
Sciences; ., G.P. Lebedev {Academy cf Socia. Sciences,
Central Committee cf the CPS¥* . and ¥.S. Nemchenko
(Institute of Labor;, who fumiliarized the meeting with
the maijor sociological resecrch being =cnducted in the
agencies they represent“13 This conference also maue
menction cof the work beil¢ done by the Leningrad seminar

on sociclogy. set up in 1958 or 1959 within the frame-
work of the Scviet Sociolcgical Association but "srganized
on the initiative of a group of university personnel to
conduct studies on problems w wramthe scholars of Lenin-
grad are wbrking.“14 Its v €ty participants are

studying the rise in the cu.ture and skill ~f the

workers at Leningrad enterprises, the ~ause or crime and
the measures for combatting it, the soccial significance
and role of education in the Scv.iet Unicr. and the prcblems
of ma:riage and the family under socialism.ls
Besides setting up this leningrad seminar as its

Leningrad branch, the Soviet Socicicgical Association is

lzvuvo Kolbancvskii and 3.A. Slesarewv. “Chshchee

Sobranie Sovetskoi Sctsiclogicheskc. Assoisiatsii,”
Voprosy Filoscofii, Wo. 5 ¢1961li. pp. 152-15%.

13V.K. Gardanov, "Current Frok'ems in Soviet Socio-
10gical Rkesearch,” Scvetskaya Etncgrafiia. No. 4 (1961},
translated in Soviet Sociology. I, No. 3 {(Winter, 1962-
63), p. 64.

14"On the Werk of a Sociology Seminar.” Vestnik
Leningradskoqo Universiteta: Seriia EFkcromiki, Fi. o-

sofii i Prava, No. 1 {1960), transiated ir The Soviet

Review. I.. No. 1 {Aug.. 1960). p. 62.

[ 9
“Gardancv. Scovetskaya Etncgraf-.ia, No. 4, p. 62.
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active in distributing information gathered by the various
scientific establishments and universities. And in 19€2,
a year devoid of conferences, I suppose the Soviet
Sociological Association prepared for the Fifth World
Congress of Sociology, where the tcpics of sociology,
political workers and scociety; sociological development;
and essence and problems of sociological theory were
discussed. As far as I know, 1963 had no {publicized)
conferenceso16

As we have seen, the majority of the Soviet socio-
logists are philosophers who become social scientists
because they concentrate on social laws and theory. A
majority of these men focus their attention primarily
on ideological aspects, merely reiterating Marxist
social theory on given topics. This holds true for those
scientists who attended the Fifth World Congress of
Sociology and also applies to most of those scientists who
write in the Soviet journals. A minority, who also are
not trained as sociolcgists are philosophers who leava
the ranks of philcscphy and enter those of scciology by
perferming actual empirical or 'sociclogical’' research
of a kind of interest %o sociologists e.sewhere in the

world.

1Gvos° Semenov, *Nz V Vsemirnom Sctsiologicheskom

Kongresse, > Voprosy Filosofii, No. )1 (1962}, p. 19.
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Discussing the role of sociology in the Soviet
Union in front of the Fifth World Sociological Congress
in 1962, Osipov and Yovchuk reported that the purpose for
cqnducting concrete sociological investigations. which
should yield more than merely illustrative material from
local life., was that they provide significant data for
understanding the processes occurring in Soviet scciety
during the pericd of building communism. This accumula-
tion of new experience, which then requires generalization,
intelligent comprehension, and propagation, should provide
the Soviet researchers with oppeortunities to study the
regularities in the development of societyol

Marxist concrete sociological studies must of course
be said to be based on the thecry and methodology of
historical materiailism. Within this framework the re-
searcher's over-alil task is to discover the laws-~the
regularity and the order--which the mass of individual
phenomena follow. The laws sought after presuppose the
preseuce, first, of something common, and second, of
something to some degree persistent in the phencmema
under study.2 Thus in this basic structure the complete-

ness of the sncial anal'sis depends on the ability of the

1Osipov and Yovchuk, American Sociological Review,
XXVIII, No. 4, p. 621.

2P.P. Maslcv, "Mocdeling in Sociological Research, ™
Voprosy Filosofii, No. 3 {1962), translated in Joint

Publications Research Service {(May 7., 1962}.
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researcher to be guided by the knowledge of the natural
laws “f uevelopment both in determining the goales of in-
vestigation and the most ratioral methocds of carrying it
out. Research should show how the general theoretical
patterns are manifested in their concret : forms and
should prove the reality of the theory. Research must
also generalize positive experience and introduce useful
adaptations tor communist construction, thereby acceler-
ating the rates of social development.3

Conceivably, special importance accrues to concrete
sociological research which studies the interaction
h. tween socio-economic and ideological phenomena. The
study of the historical and revolutionary experience of
the masses, the gener~lization of the experience of
building socialism and communism, the work of the state,
party. and social organizations, the institutions and
enterprises~~these are the stated certral tasks of con-
crete sociological research which will influence the
communist plan of growth.4 In Soviet terms these tasks
ar2e: change in the social structure of the country:;
change in the manifestation and character of labor; study
of the cultural-technical rise of the working class; de-
velopment of the communist social self-control; study of
the Soviet family and its function: and change in the many-
sided spiritual life of the Soviet man.s The party further

charges scciological research with the exposure of

3Osipov et al., Nauchnie Doklady QYssheiAShkoly:
Filosofskie Nauki, No. 5, p. 5.

4Rozhin, op.cit., p. 18.

SOsipov et al., Nauchnie Doklady Vysshei Shkoly:
Filosofskie Nauki, No. 5, pp. 15-16.
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bourgeois ideology, reformist theory and practice, ze-

visionism and dogmatism.6 L
Acording to Scviet writings on the growtu of

sociology, ‘nterest in concrete sociological research

increcased after the victory of the Great October Revolu-

tinti. In the twenties and thirties there were published
more than three hundred books  and pamnhlets that showed o
the results of concrete research and outlined techniques
for their investigation. However, “under the con-
ditions of the stalin cult, from the mid-thirties to
1953, an unfavorabie situation existed for concrete
sociological rescarch." During that time the CPSU and
Soviet scholars urder its guidance worked primarily on
theoretical and ideological problems, on "important
questions” of Marxist sociology, historical materialism,
and building of a socialist society. After the Twenty-
second Party Tongress a new concern for research again
began. "In recent years a nunber of sociological in-
vestigatinns have been conducted in our country that nave
permitte.' important theoretical and practical conclusiﬂns.'7
The methods of modern research now in use, according
to .ringrad researcher Beliaev, include: “analysis of
doct: ents and statistical data. oral and written inter-
views vith the population, the study of diary entries,

the comp..lation uf individual cards for members of groups

GH.A. Suslov, "XXII Sezd KPSS i Zadachi Kafedr

Obshchestvennikh Nauk, " Kommunist, No. 3 (1962), p. 21l. . ;

7M.T. Iovchuk and G.V. Osipov. "On Some Theoretical .
Principles, Problems and Methods of Soci.lcgical Research,”
YVoprosy Filosofii, No. 12 (1963) translated in Current
Digest of the Soviet Press, XV, No. 6 (1963), p. 15.
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under study, the holding of scierntific and threcretical con-

fererces and scme others.

Of these techniques, the interview and the question-
naire have aroused conesiderable comment from Soviet
researchers. They advise the interview.r to adhere
closely to the formal questionnaire so that all persons
queried are posed identical guestions for the purposes of
obtaining ccmparable data. In the same breath the Soviet
researchers pcint cut that the advantage >f the interview
over the written questicnnaire is that the interviewer is
in a position to obtain a more precise reply by posing ad-
ditional questions and urging frank conversation. These
two contrasting views on the usefulness of the interview
are held by Soviet and Western researchers alike. How
strange then is the Soviet warning by Rutkevich and Kogan,
that ore of the shortcomings of t! 2 interview method is
the impossibir.i.y of determining how typical is the par-
son questicned. For some resea2rch,they add, the interview
should be supplemented by diary notes kept by the subject.g

Rese~zchers who use the questionnaire as the sole
method of research have lately been under criticism. The
critics admit that the questionnaire makes possible a
rapid accumula“ion of factual data from a large number of
respondents. as well as a simple processing of such data,
but they usually add that it should be supplemented by
other forms of research. Whether questionnaires are used

alone or in conjunction with other methods, researchers are

8E.V. Beliiaev et al., "Workers' Time-Budget Research:

A Method of Concrete Sociological Investigation," Vestnik
Leningradskogo Universiteta, Seriia Ekonomiki, Fiiosofii

i Prava, No. 4 {1961}, translated in Soviet Sociology., I,
No. 1 (Summer, 1962), p. 44.

9Rutkevich and Kogan, Voprosy Filosofii, No. 3. p. 13.
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urged to prepare them carefully so as to include only those
questions that are formulated properly to achieve the
purposes of the research and do not duplicate material al-
ready availabf; in official statisticzl reports.10 Social
scientist Olshansky has recently suggested that a study be
made of the methodology of drawing up questionnaires,
making the proper cunoice of control group, and processing
the results obtained scientifically since no such metho-
dology exists,11
Scviet researchers also stress the use of mathematical
and statistical methods for concret~ sociological research,
for they feel that these methods provide an accurate and
objective description ¢f the quantitative aspectrs of social
processes and events. “Modelling in sociological research”
has become one way of employing these methodso12 P. P.
Maslow, laying the foundation for model research, says
that the construction of a model presupposes a certain
definite group and certain definite system of ideas (e.g.,
the generic development of society). The question of the
rightfulness and sufficiency of the assumptions made in the
construction of the model is to be decided by its empirical
testing, usually statistically. Therefore a constructed
model may be considered successful wher its use reveals a
capacity to explain facts collec‘ed erperimentally. Mas-
lov says that the model acquires a still greater cognitive

value when it permits prediction of the existence of

1OOsipov et al., Nauchnie Doklady Vysshei Shkoly:

Filosofskie Nauki, No. 5, pp. 9-10.

11013hansky, Partiinaya Zhizn, No. 15, p. 9.

lthe discussion cn models comes from P.P. Maslov's
article "Modeling in Sociological Research, " previously
cited.
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hithertc¢ uranaiyzed facts and supriles the .iupetus fox
Furpcsefu. probes Witn the help of a mcdel ‘*ne re-
searcher may make deductions and may draw corn~lusione
which could not be obtained on the basis of individuai
distribution of empirical data cnly. Thus a modei makes
1t possible vo enrich the investigation of phencmena., to
expand it "Leyond the bounds of immediate observations.'l3
But the coascructicn of a functional mcdel in the fieid
of social iife is justified, Masicv pcinis cut, cnly on
corditicn that it be strictly based on and subhstartiated
by historical materiai and that "its parameters be
subject to a material interpretation°“14

Published material or the use or praciine of the
medel in sociciogical research. kesideg Magior's3
article. is nct availakle. 1In contrasc, da.a nn 3cvaiet
research in the areas of public opinicn pcils and time
budgets are accessible and are examined in de“aii in

the next two sections.

13Kaslcv, Voprosy Filosofii, Ne. 3, p. 13.

144,

— . s — = ~— =

IR AT T |

T TP 1 st

-t

A At N e

-

~ c e e e = i e e s 74t G AN S O




ot N

-

v
PUBLIC OPINION POLLS

The Soviets claim that public opinion in the Soviet
Union and research on it rest on different principles
from those in the West. In the first place, the Soviets
consider the influence of public opinion more important
in sccialist countries than in capitalist countries be-
cause of the increased role of the masses in the state
and in the productive and cultural life of the society.1
In fact, they argue that the distinguishing feature of a
socialist society is the forming of a united public
opinion whereas in bourgeois society the opinion of the
exploiter classes resists the opinion of the working
classes and the laboring messes.

In theory the basic method for the Soviet study of
public opinion is the method of nation-wide discussion
of vitally important problems that gives the people an
opportnity to express their opinion.2 Their opinion is
formed, however, with the aid of the Communist Party to-
gether with the trade unions and komsomol organizations,
which train the masses in the communist 'spirit' and
thereby influence the formation of public opinion.

The Marxist, however, does not deny the necessity

for and the significance of public opinion studies per se.

IA.K. Udelov, "Public Opinion as a Subject of Socio- .. ’
logical Research," Jvoprosy Pilosofii, No. 3 (1959), trans-
lated in Joint Publications Research Service (August 9, i
1962) , p. 6.

2:pid., p. 13. | -
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The results of such sturies are supposedly considered by
the government and their influence felt in all spheres
of public life. But, for the Marxist, "people's opinions
constitute a more or less accurate, although somrtimes
distorted, reflection of the real conditions of life."3

The Soviets believe that the conducting of a question-
naire poll in itself constitutes a means of activating
public opinion by focusing its attention on important
social problems. The educational importance of polling
is further advanced by publishing the most characteristic
answers to the questionnaire in the periodical prees,
thus evoking broad discussion. In working out the subject
of the inquiries the "most urgent” questions are selected
from the point of view of the immediate interests of the
masses of the working class.4

As for the actual method of polliny. the Soviet re-

searchers set many stipulations. Since the answers, they
say, must reflect the actual objective opinions of “he
people, those being polled must be selected in such a way
that the average may be judged from them.s Strange as it

may seem, the Soviets are opposed to 'selective' or

random polling. They identify selective polling. which may

be an auxiliary method for the study of public opinion,

with the unscientific research of bourgeois sociology.

3Rutkevich and Kogan, Voprosy Filosofii, No. 3,
p. 11.
4

M. KH. Igitkhayan, "The Spiritual Image of Soviet
Youth, " Voprosy Filosofii, No. 6 (1963)., translated in The
Current Digest of the Soviet Press, XV, No. 39 (October

T onb el SN N AN A b e

23, 1963), p. 18.

SYu. K., "In the Statistical Section of the Moscow
House of Scholars,"” Vestnik Statistiki, No. 6 (1961).
translated by Joint Publicaticns Research Service, p. 2.
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They argue that this type of polling cannot be recognized
as 2 scientific method of studying public opinion because,
since the persons polled are selected from the population
in a completely arbitrary way, the material obtained is
extremely limited, making it impossible to draw conclusions
concerning public opinion. For the Soviet researcher,
sufficient attention to selecting the persons and groups
of the population to participate in the poll is one of
the conditions for objective analysis.6

May 19, 1960 marked a turning point in the study of
public opinion in the Soviet Union. On that day
Komsomolskaya Pravda, the Jvoung Communist League's daily
newspaper, opened its Public Opinion Institute with this
statement of its intentions:

Today Komsomolskaya Prawia opens its PUBLIC
OPINION INSTITUTE. With its help, the newspaper
intends to study and report the opinions of Soviet
people on timely questions of the domestic and
foreiqn policies of the USSR, on questions of the
education of the working people. Such a study will
make it possible to take into accour:t the most
diverse cpinions; this is important in the practice
of propaganda work. It will be conducted through
sociological investigations and the questioning of
broad strata of the population simultaneously in
various geographical regions of the country. 1In
studying public opinion, the institute will rely
on the active participation and help of public
organizations, rarticularly the Young Communist
aktiv.’

Such was the birth of the Public Opinion Institute.

It employs only five people, but staff members and graduate

6Udelov, Voprosy Filosofii, No. 3, p. 1l2.

7“xomsogplskaya Pravda's Public Opinion Institute,"
Komsomolskaya Pravda (May 19, 1960), translated in The
Current Digest of the Soviet Press, XII, No. 20 (1960),
p. 24.
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|3 students of the USSR Central Statistical Administration's 'g
f:' , central computer station and students of many of Moscow's %
% higher educational institutions work with members of the ¢
Komsomolskaya Pravda staff in analyzing and generalizing é

the results. g

Between May 1960 and January 1963 five polls were §

conducted by the Institute. The subjects and questions 1
for these polls are presented in App. II. Of the five,
results were tabulated for the first three. How were
these polls conducted?

The poll on averting war was the first carried out
by the Public Opinion Institute and consequently may be
expected to be the most crude.a Ten localities along the
30th meridian (which, since it runs ¢hrough four Union
} Republics, should be representative of regional opinions)
! were chosen on the basis of the social and occupational

diversity of those to be questioned. (But what of those

TS SR T S I SO T £ 4 T Y e " e e rwwm;\r“
s . o 0 c .

i areas not represented? Do people in the different regions
’ of the Soviet Union diversely affected or not affected by

World War II, hold the same opinions? This is an un-
answered question.) Of t*- ~ people chosen at random,

60 per cent were men, 40 per cent women. About one half

- g -
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of the respondents were workers, 12 per cent collective

farmers and 12 per cent office employees, 10 per cent
studencs andllo per cent servicemen, and 5 per cent
pensioners and housewives. Thus the proportions for sex
and occupation did not follow those of the population as
a whole. Age-wise, the 1,000 reepondents were divided
into four age groups: 14 to 25, 26 tn 33, 33 to 45, and
over 45. The proportion of the entire population £alling

!

exomsomoslkaya Pfavda (May 19, 1960), pp. 24-29.
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into the first two groups corresponds favo ably with the
proportion of respondents of the sample in the same cate-
gories. This is not so for the last two age groups. The
sample coritained more people from the 33 to 45 age group
than those in the over-45 age group. whereas in the actual
population, the over-45 group is greater in number than
the 33 to 45 category.

“Komsomolskaya Pravda sees in the result of the poll

a complete vindication and support of the Soviet govern-
ment's foreign policy. Judging by the replies that are
printed this is not an unfair interpretation since many
of them are written in the familiar formulae used by
Soviet propaganda.'9 But not all. The range of dif-
ferences was interesting. Some respcndents replied that
war wili be averted because “"war is not a means of sett-
ling international disputes--the history of the last two
world wars proves this.” A collective farmer in Dno said
that "we have nothing to gain by war, we have restored
all that the Germans destroyed at the farm." Another
optimistic farmer in the same region suggested that "the
people do not want war, and since the people do not want
it, they will have their way.” A student at the S. M.
Kirov Pedagodical Institute at Vitebsk pointed to the
tragedies of Hiroshima and the German concentration camps
as “"facts which live in people's minds; therefore people
will not permit a war.” The majority, affirming that man-
kind will succeed in averting war, gave as their reasons
either the downfall or ‘'senility' of capitalism, the
Soviet Union's rocketry, technological and scientific

strength, or the staunch policy of the CP and the government.

9Hugh Lunghi,"Opinion Probe in Russia," European
Service General News Talk (May 26,1560), p. 4.
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A The reply to the third question--"What must be done
above all tc strengthen peace?"--showed a variety of
. opinions. One in ten szaw a guarantee of peace in the

Soviet Union’'s possession of powerful military tech-

RO, e e

nology, including rocket technology. About half based
their positive answers on the impact of the movement

of working people of all countries for world peace. More
than one half directly related the strengthening of peice
to their own work, to further strengthening the economic
and defense capacity of the Soviet Union and the
socialist camp. There were also numerous expressions of
the need to highten vigilance. Those people who be-
lieved that it is unlikely that war will be averted

placed the blame primarily on the "criminal foreign

B e D

policy of some bourgeois states and the frankly aggres-
sive acts against the countries of socialism." The tone
| of all the replies sugqested concern over the use of the
| 4 atom bomb, disarmament, and the U-2 incident.
| co ' Five months later, in October 1960, the second poll
|
|

was conducted on the subject of how one's standard of

—t

living had changed.lo The questionnaire was distributed

by railroad conductors to 1,600 people in a single car-
riage on each of 65 trains leaving Hb-goivon-bnb day.

{I agree with Soviet critics that‘ii“béfi poéfii ieprc-
sented the kolkhoz workers while it stressed those people

traveling “"under-orders" or on vacation.) Again the pro-
portion of men to women (3 to 2) and the occupational
categories did not coincide with the actual populaticn

as a whole. Moreover, we would expect a poll on

IS ———
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standards of living to include a question on the

lo'ﬂow Has Your Living Standard Changed?", Komsomols-

kaya Pravda (October 7, 1960), translated in The Current
h Digest of the Soviet Presg, XII, No. 41 (1960), pp. 9-18.
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respondent's level of education since education is an
important factor in increasing one's status and standard
of living,11 but this poll did not. The results from the
poll showed that 73 per cent of the population had ex-
perienced a rise in their standard of living while 20

per cent experienced no change. This rise was experi-
enced for all strata all over the country. 1In addition

to these favorable replies, the 'decline' answers,ac-
counting for 7 per cent of the sample, were also discussed,
along with suggestions for improving the standard of living.
The Soviet pollsters concluded, as they did in the first
poll, that people link the standard of living with the
policy of the Communist Party and its policies in the
socialist state, and that the Soviet people whole-
heartedly support the Communist Party's Central Committee's
policy. They also happily note that except for 5¢ people
everyone mad . suggestions; this is interpreted to mean that
the broadest strata of the public are objectively in-
terested in nationwide social development. (N.B. The day
after the results of the poll were published Komsomolskaya

Pravda printed comments by various state ministers praising
the results and discussing the suggestions.)

The third poll, begun in January 1961 and tabulated
by July, was on a subject of great contemporary in-
terest,.fhe Soviet youth.,12 By the end of twenty days

11Unpublished research, asking the same questions and

receiving the same proportion of responses as the Soviet
polls, from other communist countries revealed that the
actual answers reflected more than a 50 per cent distortion
of the truth. The response to a sensitive question in-
dicated the respondent's distrust of promised anonymity.

lz'The Younger Generation About Itself,” Komsomols-
kaya Pravda (January 26, 1961), translated i The Current
Digest of the Soviet Press, XIII, No. 15 (196l1), pp. 15-25;
*"What Do You Think of Your Generation?, " Komsomolskava
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the Institute had collected through the mail 19,000
responses. 1500 of which were disqualified for sundry
reasons; the respondents were the youth aged fitteen to
thirty who read Komsomolskaya Pravda. Komsomolskaya
Pravda's circulation was 3.400,000 in 1960. Therefore

one half of one percent of its readers answered the
poll13 and of these, only 11 per cent (1933 out of
17,446) were from the countryside. Thus the overwhelming
majority of answers came from city ‘'aktivists.' PFurther-
more not all the youth between fifteen and thirty have a
subscription to somsomolskaya Pravda. Like the first
two polls, this poll “proved" that the overwhelming
majority of the Soviet youth enthusiastically supports the
regime. |

Nonetheless, the replies indicated what is positively
and negatively stressed in the society, and the open-
ended question allGwed for valuable self-criticisms. The
editors themselves sa’'d that the "young generation cannot
be accused of lacking self-criticism, for they speak out
boldly about their shortcomings.™

The questions on the strong traits of Soviet youth
yielded predictable responses: love of homeland,

patriotism, resoluteness, heroism, mai:00d and collectivism

gkl oho
made up the list. The answers td”thirﬁiittion,f'l:e

there any negative characteristics common among young

Pravda (January 11, 1961), translated by The Current igest

of the Soviet Press, XIII, No. 2 (1961), pp. 32-34; "Con-

fessions of a Generation," Komsomolskaya Pravda {Tuly 21,
1961) , translated in The Current Digest of the Soviet Press,
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XIII, No. 34 (1961), pp. 3-8; “"Confessions of a Generation,"
Komsomolskaya Pravda (July 22, 196l1), translated in The
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Current Digest of the Soviet Press, XIII, No. 35 (1961),

pp. 11~-15.
13
newspaper poll. Thus the volume of :esponse to public

This is a good return in comparison with an American
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people?” were more varied. The number one target was
drunkennegs. The 'estilyagi’ (literally, style monger)
--their worship of foreign fashions, music, and dancing--
were the second tarcet of the young generation according
to the poll. The:. came the complaints akout time-wasters,
the passive people, the parasites, the totally cex-
occupied. A 29-year old chauffeur considered the Jdesire
to "stand cut,"” to "make a better appearance than others*
a negative trait. The over-all tone of the complaints
le. .3 to the conclusion that a negative characteristic
is oue which separatcs the individual--by his behavior
and beliefs--from the group's or: tl.- whole society's
accepted norms.

There was one notable exception to the favorable
zppraisal of the young generation. A 19-year old
working woman from Mcscow wrote che following: “The
fazt i that life is not very interesting. And this is
not only my opinion but the opinion of the people I go
2vound with. ...0One feels a want of discipline and lack
of «.:lture in the behavior of young people. ...Money
is everything. Luxury and well-being, love, happiness.
You condemn those who do not work, who do nothing. Why,
they are sonly to De envied, because they are enjoying
life. We live only once!* FEer letter sparked many de-
nunciations from other youth, but there was also, care-
fully interspersed with criticism, some agreement with her
views.

All of the polls, including the 118t two which were
not tabulated for the public, have been reported in

Komsomolskaya Pravda. The reports follow a common pattern.

orinicn polls is similur although in the U.S. the polls
are conducted by privately-controlled media and in the
USSR, by governiment nr party-controlled media.
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Statistical a1 factual summaries are given at the be-

[
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ginning of the article; then the newspaper prints word
for word answers of the informanis. The editors make
some kind of broad 'communist’ generalization on the
building of the society or or the specific questionnaire
topic. Then th. favorable replies to the question (i.e.
those that parallel what is expected)} are given. Fol-

P b T RTINS

lowing each reply there is editorial restatement of the
principle or law behind the answer. Next come the un-
favorable replies followed either by editorial criticism

or a criuvicism by other respondents. Thus the partv’s

) .

.view,as interpreted by a press that of course is an:

organ of the party,is presented to the people and is {
reinforced by continual repetiti.n, by large generali-

zations of principles placed in capital letters, and by
sweeping conclusions from the figures which, as we have

seen, are not representative of an entire population.

AR i

Whatever the original purpose of the research was,
the reports on the three analyzed polls document popular
support ot the Communist Party policy. Nevertheless the

open-ended questions, consisting of about two-thirds of

all the questions, do leave room for suggestions and
free ccmments; and so variety, free expression, and
criticism are possil.le. But how 'free' does the res-
pondent feel to make suggestions contrary to the party
line? After h2 has listed his age, sex, education,
renidence, occupation, does it really matter whether
(and this question is coptional) he supplies his name or
remains ’anonymous‘?14

In June of 1961, after the rcaults of the three polls

14Bere again, from unpublished research conducted in
other communist countries. we see the distrust of anonymity
and a distortion of the response.
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had been published, a conference was held to discuss
public opinion polling. {The third poll was umitted

from the discussion.} Unlike most of the pollers,

tha critics were from academic institutions. A debate
developed between B Grushin of the Pub..c Opinion In-
stitute and F. D. Livshits, Candidate for the Academy of
the Science of Economics. The former defended the

‘open' question because it permits tne best expression

of opinions by the people, and the latter spoke in

favor of the ‘'closed’ question because the open question
calls for long, complex answers which are difficult to
classify for processing, whereas with the closed question
the answers are differentiated and broken into previously
determined headings. Stressing the imrortance of the
choice of the subjects to bde pclled, Livshits condemned
the poll on standard of living, saying that public
opinion on this topic is unnecessary since the Central
Statistical Directorate conducts budget research on this
question. The other participants did not criticize the
topics of the investigations, but they did attack the
sampling proced re. A. G. Volkov of the Scientific
Research Institute of Labor said that the respondents
were nor selected at random. V. D. Mirkin from the
Centr~1 Statistical Directorate RSFSR, agreeing with
Volkov, added that all levels of the population were not
represented. All stressed the .ieed fo:" statistical aid
in carrying out such public opinion research.15 The
conference participants, viewing the results of the two
polls, were mainly concerned, then, with open and closed
questions, sampling methods, and the role of statistics.

Perhaps their concern influenced the next three polls,

15y., vestnik Statistiki, No. 6, p. 5.
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which were distributed to a larger number of people

through Komsomolskaya Pravda itself and which contained

open and closed questions, but the results of the last
two were not publicized.

By June 963 comment on the third poll was available.
Candidate M. Kh. Igitkhayan said, in Voprosy Filosofii,

that although the organizers of the youth poll werc¢ not
able to "typify" the composition of the questionnaire
respondents in advance {(N.E. This would lead to 'good’
sampling:), the poll was nonetheless representative and
characteristic of the Soviet youth. This, however, was
as far as his praise for the polls went. He said that

the Soviet researchers lacked knowledge on the subjuct

of conducting public opinion polls and were ignorant

of general statistical principles, concrete methods of
typology, and tests for the rel -bility of the polls'’
results. He then went on to say that the poll conducted
among readers of the press (and remember that the third,
fourth, and fifth polls were conducted openly in the press
whereas the first two were conducted by res2archers)
ascertained the opinion of isolated individuals, not col-
lective opinion (i.e. productive, educational, and so on).
Finally, he warned (and I dare say other researchers would
agree) that neither a detailed elaboration of the methods
of polling opinion ncr the perfectior of the techniques
of analysis could by themselves ensure accuracy; that the
results of a poll could reflect true public opinion only
if along with provisions for representation in sampling
and objectivity in analysis, the v~ry subject of the poll

was of interest to the polled group‘16

1GIgitkhayan, Voprosy Filosofii, No. 3, pp. 17-18,
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Why do the Soviet researchers focus on the problem
of sanpling? Superficially, they might be concerned
witr representing the population fairly so that in a

society of equals each will lL,.ave an equal chance to

“be counted. However, the method of sampling and

choosing those to be sampled has political significance.
While conducting a poll, people with diverse opinions

may be questioned and their replies recorded; but when
making the data public, the researchers do not present

all of the collected material although some acceptable
*unfavorable" replies are published. Thus a representative
total picture of Soviet society is not available.

What will happen with future Soviet empirical re-
aearch is unknown. Hopefully, some bourgeois methods,
such as sampling, will be adopted. Igitkhayan's remark
on the inaccuracies of current methodology is a

promising sign.
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TIME USE STUDIES

In 1960 we will complete the transfer of
workers and employees to a 7-hour wor ing day,
while workers in the leadiag occupations in the
coal and ore mining industries employed in
underground work will be shifted to a 6-hour
day. In 1962 workers and employees on a
7-hour working day will be transferred to a
40-hour working week. Beginning in 1964, workers
and employees will be shifted to a 35-hour working
week, while workers employed in underground jobs
and nther dangerous conditions w 11 be shifted to
a 30-hour working week. This means that with one
day off each week the length of the working day
wil. be either 5 or 6 hours, depending on the
nature of the work. Or it will be possible to
introduce a 5-day working week with a 6_or 7-hour
working day and two days off each week.

Thus in 1960 the Soviets anticipated a reduction of
the working day that would yive the . -~rker more free time.
The problem of ascertaining how workers are utilizing this
free time has become one of the Soviet's most voiced
practical problems. If the state is to control the society,
then the working people, and particularly the youth must
"be shown" the correct and most rational way of utilizing
free time. And they must not only be shown this, but the
opportunities for utilizing free time in the proper mainer
must be made available by the community. At the same time,
free time must become socially useful time, a time for in-
creasing the productivity of labor and reproducing labor

power.

IN.P. Kostin, "Free Time Under Communism--Answers
to Questions," Voprosy Filosofii, No. 5 (1960), translated
in The Soviet Review, I, No. 1 (1960), p. 28.
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The free-time problem has led to extensive "Time
Budget” research. Contemporary time budget research is
merely a continuation of an older Soviet tradition of
time study research. The first workers' time budgets
were studied by Academician Strumilin in the 1920°'s.

One of the most influential contemporary time budget re-
searchers, G. A. Prudensky, states that "aside from in-
dividual and insignificant efforts to work out time
budgets for students and for some groups of social workers
in 1930, and two or three selected studies of time bud-
gets for workers and kolkhozniks in 1934-35, our
statisticians did no. do any research on time budgets !
of working people."2 In the 60's the past studies are

used to show the changes in the use of time, especially

non-working time, as the society shifts from socialism

to communism.

In the late 50's and early 60's time budget research
was renewed with new effort and zeal. Perhaps this was
due to the party's declaration of the transition from
socialism to communism. Or perhaps, as the Soviets
themselves state, they really did (and do) aeed to know
how the people spent their time so that the planned
society could in fact be a planned society and pro- :
ductivity could be increased. The 'Thaw' could also
be a factor.

The researchers themselves state that the fundamental
task of the investigation is to establish the facts on
the use of working and non-working time. The results from

2G.A. Prudensky, "The Leisure Time of WOrking People ;
in a Socialist 3cciety,® Kommunist, No. 15 (1960), trans- '
lated by Joint Pubiication Research Service (Jan. 25, 196l1),
p. 10. '
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the survey of the time budgets are thern to be used for
planning and instituting a syster ¢f communally-provided
amenities--trade, public catering bocdies, cultural en-
lightenment work. sport facilities, and so on-~for the
rational use of non-working time, the improvement of
life conditions. the further increase of the material
and culturai-technical level of the workers.3 In ad-
dition the collected data should permit the researcher to
characterize the conditions of the respondents’ lives.
(See sample time budgets in Appendices III and IV.)
Whatever the reason, 1958 ushered in many time use
studies. In that year the Siberian Research Institute
on Labor and Wages and the Sikterian branch of the USSR
Academy of Sciences launched a twc-year research program
on how non-working time was spent by workers in Siberia
and the Urais. About 25,C00 time budgets were collected
and presented in about fifteen studies4 contained in one
book, which is a summary of the materials of the investi-
gations of the time budgets of workers, technical-engin-
eering personnel, and white-ccollar workers in a number of
industrial enterprises. I have used this publication as
the baasiz of my inquiry into Soviet time budgets since
it includes actual blank questionnaires and sets up the
methcd of research used in later time budget studies.
The editors state in the introduction, that the funda-
mental task of their investigation of time budgets
consisted cf working ocut recommendaticns for method-

ological practices in the study of non-working time; it

3G° A. Prudensky, ed., Vnerabochee Vremya Trudyash-

chikhsya (Novosibirsk: Izdatelstvo Siberskovo Otdeleniya
AN SSSR; 1961) ,po 2320

4Ibid, vassim.
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is necessary to regard the collection, they warn, only

as a preparatory stage to the publication of further
5

bt

scientific works on the problem of free time.
Bach of the fifteen studies was conducted by

different ‘worker-collectives.' The authors were not-
only collaborators and teachers of the economic cadres.of
higher educational institutions of Siberia but also
workers in the party, trade union, komsomol. and other
organizations. In some cases the urban committee of the
party guided the work; in others, students in the higher
party schools aided researchers. Whatever the case, the
research was a joint effort between practical workers
from industry and socizl organizations and members from
the Siberian Institute.

The survey method was used to investigate the use of
time for workers for a period of twenty-four hours. The
interviewing was conducted at the enterprise during non-
working time or at home. The general information filled
cut by the registrar and the informant included the fol-
lowing: residence, location of work, sex, age. education,
type of worker, wage category, fulfillmwent of norms,
length of service, marital status, number of children.
living conditions, and what appliances and similar things
the family owned. In order to achieve accuracy the in-
formant himself kept a diary of the use of his non-
working time for the 24 hours. He was aided by the
registrar as follows:

On the day of the preliminary talks with the
person who is to be surveyed, the registrar must
complete the general (information) part of the
time budget form. The next day the registrar -
questions in detail the one who is being surveyed
about the allocation of his time for the last 24

°Ibid.. p. 4. | i
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hours, and by these directed questions the registrar
makes precise the separate uses of time. Writing
down the amended answers of the respondent on a
separate piece of paper and amending the auxiliary"
notes which were taken by the respondent himself,
the registrar transfers them to a clean time budget
blank, placing these answers in the correspording
boxes and lines.

The data were collected and presented in the Siberian
studies. Usually two variables were cross-iabulated, e.g.,
occupation and days, time categories and education, or use
of time and two factories. The non-working time was
divided into four categories and then subdxvideé: time spent
in connection with work in industry. éime spent for house-
work and self-service, time spent for physiological needs
(sleep, nourishment), and free time. These four categories
were in turn compared on a workday, a day-off, and a
holiday. The analysis usually explained the peculiarities
of the region or enterprise under investigation, presented
the tables with comments, and discussed with criticisms
and suggestions (sometimes they were direct party program
quotations) the particular misuse or waste of time, es-
necially time spent on housework and on getting to work.
nention was usually made of the change in the structure
of non-working time by comparing the study to Strumilin's
earlier ones. 1In general the conclusions said that there
has been 2 quantitative increase in non-working time and
a qualitative change in the use of time.

The most obvious flaw in the survey was in the
method of sampling. NoO mention was made as to how people
were chosen as respondents. Those who responded could
not remain anonymous. Moreover, conceriaed with accurately

recording time spent (the instructions advised no more

61pia., >. 233.
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than a three- to five-minute leeway ir accuracy), it is
pussible that, as in any diary method, the worker con-
centrated more on precisely filling out the time blank .
than on actually performing whatever he was doing. 1t ;
is also possible that his time budget was influenced by --
his desire to indicate time spent on those things that e
the party, the komgomol, or ‘the trade union streassed.
As in any intexview research, the registrar, by
his skillf: lestioning and prodding the interviewee,
mcy have pl a part in structuring the actual use of
time. Moreover, the data do not take into account the
position or r:atus of the registrar, either of which may
have affected the way the worker indicated how he had
spent his time or the way that he modified this time use
when speaking with the registrar.
The presentation of the material in the fifteen
studies showed that many of the facts gathered were ex-
cludcd from either the analysis or the graphs; much of ,
the material was not correlated. Furthermore, no attempt
was made to compare or contrast the findings in factories
in different places. Nevertheless a careful examination
of the single-volume collection of studies gives an
interesting insight into a pioneer effort.
The study by V.D. Nikitin, secretary of the lemerovsk
'obkom’ CPSU, describes the use of productive time in the
coal mining industry. He places primary emphasis on the
technical processes of ccal extraction and the time needed
now to perform the relevant tasks. In the same vein, V.G.
Kozhevin, first deputy chairman of the Kemerovsk
‘sovnarkhoz', concentrates on the Kuznets and Kuzbags
region, where the metallurgical combines are found. He {

ccmpares production figures and growth of several

factories in the economic region and describes the role i
T{\;f}‘f : % 7
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the 7-year plan plays in the economic process.

L.G. Golosov and I.V. Chernov, in their study of 26
factorieas in Leninsk-Kuznetsk, are primarily concerned
with the time it takes for workers to travel to and from
their homes to their jobs. “On the way from home to the
mines and back again, miners on the average spend one
hour and eighteen minutes, while workers in the factories

a;d the plants take twelve minutes more.“7

The authors
suggest that free time will be utilized in a better
fashion only when better transportation facilities exist.
They state that as of now time is "irrationa ly spent on
the way from the home to the working place, especially
the time spent by underground workers.* Transportation
to the place of work for the underground worker must be
decreased if these workers are to enjoy any f.ee time,
since it takes at least an additional hour to get to and
from their actual site of work in the mine.

Other authors examine the use of time from different
angles. V.K. Rozov, deputy director of the Sverdiovsk
Higher Party Schools, concentrates in his three-page
article on the growth sf educational institutions and
the numbers of workers attending such schoolq. R.P.
Lamkov turns his attention to the tim2 use of students in
night schools. Another study, by L.I. Efremenkov, con-
centrates on the preparation and price of food, as well
as on how time is spent in children's clubs.

Some authors mention Strumilin's earlier time budget
studiesz. D.F. Fedorov discusses the change in the use of
free time be’ween Strumilin's 1924 gtudy and the 1959
Krasnoyarsk study. He notes that free time now is not

spent on such foolish things as playing cards or attending

1bid., p. 100.
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religious services, and that the time spent in the pur-
suit of education has increased since the 1924 study.
Another author, V.I. Bolgov, comparing the 1923-24 studies
with those done in Novosibirsk in 1959, proudly shows
how in 1923-24 men did twelve times as much reading as
women, whereas in 1959 in Novosibirsk they spent only
three times as much time on reading as the women. In
another comparison he shows that in 1923-24 on a usual
working day it took two hours and thirty-four minutes
to prepare food, whereas in 1959 it took only one hour
and thirty minutes; in other words, there was more than
a 40 per cent decrease:

Most of the authors concur that housework is the
biggest setback for the rational use of time. In the
Novosibirsk study discussed by Bolgov women record three
times as much time for housework as they do for free time.
This irrational use of time prevents more women from
joining the labor force. If we compare the time spent
on housework for women in the 1924 Strumilin study with
that spent in three Siberian communities, we learn that
there has been little improvement. However, the division

¢f the total time spent on housework is worth noticing.8

2 An absolute comparison of two studies in the Soviet
Union is almost impossible since the categories ar~ never
held constant and often the figures are in uncompa. :ble
units. Moreover many numbers are not given; perhaps the
Soviet researcher assumes they are unnecessary.

In the remaining parts of the “ext I refer to the
Siberian study as the 1959 one, not because it is the median
year of 1958 and 1960, but because Strumilin, writing in
the Siberian book, uses this year to compare the 1924
figures with. Unfortunately, Strumilin gives us no indica-
tion of how he arrived at the Siberian figures. We must
assume that they are the averages irom the 15 studies.
The 1924 figures have been verified and ar  cited in the
bioliography of the charts.
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The first striking fact is that the female workers |
in 1924 gpent more than half of their time, whe:eas in
the four Siberian regions the female workers average
24 per cent of housework time, for preparation of food.
(See Table 1.} However, the 1924 study does not specify
time for shopping. If we were to combine tﬂc‘mbs‘szgte-
gories of food preparatipn an&'ehdpptgg%ian&\*ﬁ the same

1'!‘\

time assuq\?. ﬁl;at %&a *pr%gax’ht"ién ‘in 1924 included ’
shopping,‘ﬂ’;lee that on the average the 1924 workers
spent 13 per cent mors time on food preparation than
the 1959 Siberian workers. Of the remaining categories,
the time spent on clothing is the only one in which as
much difference as . per cent occurred bet<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>